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Sir: 



PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION UNDER 37 CFR Sl,182 



An Advisory Action mailed October 23, 2006 holds that the Amendment and Response After 
Final previously filed on September 28, 2006 was not entered, the date of the Office Action being July 
26, 2006. Applicants hereby request that the Amendment and Response of September 28, 2006 be 
entered and that the Office Action of July 26, 2006 be withdrawn, pursuant to under 37 CFR § 1 . 1 82. 

Applicants submit that the Response does not "raise new issues requiring further search" as the 
Advisory Action maintains. Applicants believe that the limitation of "thick integral internal septum" 
entered in the previous Amendment and Response of May 8, 2006 raises the "new" issue(s) referred to 
by the Advisory Action. The subsequent Amendment and Response After Final provides express details 
of such a "thick integral internal septum" and thus the issue is not "new". The newly proposed 
limitation in claim 22 and claim 35 of "from one side of the catheter to an opposed other side thereof 
the septum being of generally constant thickness in cross-section" is believed to be in furtherance of the 
previously raised issue of a thick integral internal septum. It is believed that there is nothing new in this 
issue; in fact, it is believed to actually narrow the previously raised issue. The second proposed 
limitation in claim 22, in line 5, and in claim 35, line 5, of the first and second lumen being "initially" 
separated fi'om each other by a thick integral internal septum" is consistent with the previously present 
issue of the lumens being splittable (see claim 35 second subparagraph), and thus is also not a new issue. 
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Therefore, Applicants believe that the Amendment and Response of September 28, 2006 does 
not raise "new issues requiring further search." Applicants believe that the Amendment and Response 
of September 28, 2006 address substantially all grounds of rejection in the Office Action of July 26, 
2006. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the Amendment and Response of September 28, 
2006 be entered and considered, and that the outstanding grounds of rejection be withdrawn. 

Accompanying this Request is a Petition for Extension of Time for one month. 

Please charge the fee of $790 to Deposit Account No. 502434. This Petition also constitutes 
a Request for Refund of this amount if the Petition for Reconsideration is granted. 
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